Dear |im, 10/24/73 

Because I was changing from the clothes I wore to work outside when you phoned. 

I couldnt answer promptly, "his gave Dil some time to talk with you. After yo“ 

I spoke, she and I compared notes. We both feel you had too strong a reaction ±o the 
anverse decision in the spectro suit. Spo strong not in the sense that a strong, 
n ; ga^ve reaction is not normal and justified. Too strong because it nay interfere 
**th what you can and should do to counter it in the ways that are possible and 
because it may otherwise impair your functioning. 

iortuiiately, insofar ask A know of your life, you have not had many serious 
reverses to face. Unfortunately, tins means, if it is toe, that “uZ SeLce 
in loce and coping with them, if this ever becomes easy, I’d say there is some t' inn 
•■rong, for reverses like this should never be taken too easily. ^ 

r* rea ° tLo “ was ve ^ sood: we'll do something right away. Some if it 
was not. Libel, a waste of time and not good thinking. B erhaps it i8 this, which 
is so unliiie you, that tells me more than your words of the impact this had. 

in l 8 ° 0d f SSibilit ^ s * " “ good if they do not prevail,. This, 

a,0d -‘“ 

y own reaction is slight. I thought of this after we spoke, and I guess it is 

STTw 81 ? ^ ^ 1S “ *■* «tat „e „ 

the reheat nCT * *® Pt T*** aS3Urances «fter *ud's super-dismal performance in 

the r^earfng. I never stopped to think the prospects through. Without thinking I 

knew that were we to prevail, it would be intolerable for the government, oTthe issue 

do end to ?o S® the ^sstotion. 1 may ignore it in what I 

*?. *. * 1 ®“ Mt mia neV6r really am unaware of the power the government 

has a^d has tne disposition to misuse. If we think back over this, the ouest-'om I ~>tod 
with you over something 1 should do indicates my feeling as of ^ Jt hff fc 
be that at the least it did not look good. I’m sox^S that I ^didnS^do Sa lt ° 
own when you aid not come back to me on it. ^ 

The rethinking this will require of me is of a different nature. It tells me that 
even on legal matters ny reasoning and instinct are good and that I have too often 
aceeptea judgements I knew were wrong. x ou know some of the areas in this and other 

^ V"" trUe * ^ 3 W v nemos *4^ to the rehearin^fo^ tSf Ld 
to deficiences I saw and to potential toy held. However, my decision to give" Bud a 
free hand was my own. *e did not ask it. The responsi bili ty Z mine There £T ™ 

** * htoh ■» yy ««*• *** ««*; ^ no, 2. 5 it 
It is also my responsibility that I did not press him on seeking an amicus WhJTh! 

made it dear that he didn’t want to. I accepted 

fi<dit i-f rie 1)03311)16 °°** 1 believe with you that it is, now I will 

ight, and with the vigor you can aspect, at to least. There can be no case as mod 

+ U b® iBaue3 » f her “ can be no litigant with my unique assets when tSs 
°^®.°ourt. lou know what 1 mean. So, we hSelj sal^S whltoe 
. , Ja«>ans taking Bud on, as i really do not expect, so be it. I do not look -’or- 

shrink Tt J bttt u ” 5lea »“ t “ « ^ *»- I “Hi «ot 

- Si “S “ 

And with his record of not keeping his word, 1 really should not have acceSeHt So 

“ ^ ^ “* 1 d °^ t it is, it is mine, not IX. I £ 0 J ^ ’ 

cause it i s toe b^ ™ y0Ur relations with WLm less difficult and be- 

cause it is .rue. I should have known better. Worse, I did know better. I'll not 

let my poverty interfere with a decision of this chLncto.l^t Butoas wiP to totSra 

his toht 368 / ‘ nad 0f neetins ’ 311(1 1 felt M.S freedom was under the ctoumstSSL 

his right. I was quite wrong. He is in no way responsible for that. 


Too much is premature until we nave a cnance w reau auu 
wilo. be so oji enough, n general, my desire is that we do what we must do only until we 
have to. if there are things that must be done in ten days, then we have to fo them 
in ten days, hose things for which we may have 20 or 60 or 90 days we should take time 
for, wo snould think thorough, we should consult with others about. We ought neither rush 
in on them nor let them await the last minute. 

i have wanted to write Baselon about the perjury and the subornation of perjury. If 

+° U t °r 11 f° 0Ver thi f » * iZLe ' 1 would SO into this ease with emphasis and with' reference 

to others, -’here is probable perjury and certainly false swearing in each of car FQI cases, 
Especially if the cohort was dominated by fear might it welcome an opportunity to purge what 
conscience it right have. *t has, in this case, undone most of its LlieTSd fiTS^t 
at laa f - enough o- the members cannot, be unaware of this. It had an easy 
out it did not take, remand. It didn't even pass the buck. And, if the minority feels 
strongly, it; will want to sieze upon something. 

There liave been changes in my thinking and approaches. When you are here you will 
se some of what I mean in the draft of a complaint I have waiting for you. The weak 
never survive defending, and henceforth the hell with the chickenshit niceties they 
teach in law school and the folklores of most lawyers that they dare not their 
bastard brethren bastards. " 

Aside fhom allegeing criminal activity of which I am the damaged victim, I want 
to allege tortiousjcacts. Hhether or jot the Federal Torts Act is applicable I can't 
even gpess, but i4 I believe the proper legal approach is to see first^if it can sustain 
the allegation and then check the negatives. I would like to file a civil action for 
money damages, against each and every live signatory to the papers with fraudulent 
mxsrepreaenta vxone in them and with |ierjury in then. I mentioned this to you long ago. 
lour reaction was so little then you may not remember it now. I mentioned it t ,hen 

you gave mej^eopy of the Administrative Conference ^eport, which I then interpreted as ' 

S*"? V ° nbined vdth this 1 “0 alleged a conspiracy to deny me 

ay nghts uniter the first and fourth amendments. I have more than you may realise on the 
frrst amendment and the Archives and on Justice, where 1 was denied ^ for 

it wnat was .Later declassified. Here we may want to consult Howard's younger memorv 

» STS ST " t “ t H that 

I can allow damages. I have an otherwise completed book, a very long one with an 
enormous amount of visible and provable effort in it. 

In fact,, if it i3 possible, I'd like to have a different charge or even suit for 

e ! C ^u! e ^ \ t0rti °' JS aCt * ^^ling the initial denial and then with each step 
in the litigation, i certainly want to include Williams, and may that deter any other 
agents willing to execute such deliberately and knowingly ztsksx miachevous oaths! 

,, t)us 13 no for discouragement! We have a number of very good 

options, f we are not thrown out, imagine what we can do on discovery, even if we 
are by resources limited to interrogatories. 

n _ , don V or f!“ t r at the many important side issues this began with Mitchell 

and ; llRR WG ^ ^lu&e dray, Ruckelshaus, Anderson 

and the USAUy fo- the DC and Werdig. Could youmpick better? 

i a ve got; more than you know on foizrth amendment. I even have the identification nf « 

T “ “ d ^ ask6d “ ** “ explanatiofof^^: 2th 

^rights by FBI .agents witnout denial, with refereal by him to *Wer followed by hoover’s 
sil once, and witu reminds by me. AH those long letters can now have talue. I charged 
perjury an„ its subornation to Mitchell. In time there was a Ruckelshaus response that 
was no response. We ve got enough to stay in court and go for discovery unleS there is 

o? t f COEP f 0 corruption. You know, I think, that a fink gave me an accurate account 
oi son-; of e$ phone conversations, even the phone I used* 

So, let us not consider defeat, -et us instead consider all the ways of fighting we 
have ana lets use them and start fighting, if it is later than it coulcf be for ttSf 

Best, 


